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low for the MPF (HML), or medium for
all three factors (MMM).

(v) HHE Rating E is assigned to
MRSs with a combination level of high
for the CHF and low for the RF and
MPF (HLL), or medium for the CHF
and RF and low for the MPF (MML).

(vi) HHE Rating F is assigned to
MRSs with a combination level of me-
dium for the CHF and low for the RF
and MPF (MLL).

(vii) HHE Rating G (Lowest) is as-
signed to MRSs with a combination
level of low for all three factors (LLL).

(6) The HHE three-letter combina-
tions are replaced by the seven HHE
ratings. (See appendix A, table 24.)

(6) There are also three other poten-
tial outcomes for the HHE module:

(1) Evaluation pending. This category
is used when there are known or sus-
pected MC, and any incidental non-
munitions-related contaminants
present, but sufficient information is
not available to determine the HHE
module rating.

(ii) No longer required. This category
is reserved for MRSs that no longer re-
quire an assigned MRS priority because
the Department has conducted a re-
sponse, all objectives set out in the de-
cision document for the MRS have been
achieved, and no further action, except
for long-term management and recur-
ring reviews, is required.

(iii) No known or suspected munitions
constituent hazard. This rating is re-
served for MRSs that do not require
evaluation under the HHE module.

(7) The HHE module rating shall be
considered with the EHE and CHE mod-
ule ratings to determine the MRS pri-
ority.

(8) MRSs lacking information suffi-
cient for assessing an HHE module rat-
ing shall be programmed for additional
study and evaluated as soon as suffi-
cient data are available. Until an HHR
module rating is assigned, the MRS
shall be classified as ‘‘evaluation pend-
ing”’ for the HHE module.

(d) Determining the MRS priority. (1)
An MRS priority is determined based
on integrating the ratings from the
EHE, CHE, and HHE modules. Until all
three hazard evaluation modules have
been evaluated, the MRS priority shall
be based on the results of the modules
completed.
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(2) Each MRS is assigned to one of
eight MRS priorities based on the rat-
ings of the three hazard evaluation
modules, where Priority 1 indicates the
highest potential hazard and Priority 8
the lowest potential hazard. Under the
rule in this part, only MRSs with CWM
can be assigned to Priority 1 and no
MRS with CWM can be assigned to Pri-
ority 8. (See appendix A to this part,
table 25.)

(3) An ‘“‘evaluation pending’’ rating is
used to indicate that an MRS requires
further evaluation. This designation is
only used when none of the three mod-
ules has a numerical rating (i.e., 1
through 8) and at least one module is
rated ‘‘evaluation pending.”” The De-
partment  shall develop  program
metrics focused on reducing the num-
ber of MRSs with a status of ‘“evalu-
ating pending’’ for any of the three
modules. (See appendix A, table 25.)

(4) A ‘“‘no longer required’”’ rating is
used to indicate that an MRS no longer
requires prioritization. The MRS will
receive this rating when none of the
three modules has a numerical (i.e., 1
through 8) or an ‘‘evaluation pending”’
designation, and at least one of the
modules is rated ‘‘no longer required.”

(5) A rating of ‘“no known or sus-
pected hazard” is used to indicate that
an MRS has no known or expected haz-
ard. This designation is used only when
the hazard evaluation modules are
rated as ‘“‘no known or suspected explo-
sive hazard,” ‘‘no known or suspected
CWM hazard,” and ‘‘no known or sus-
pected MC hazard.” (See appendix A,
table 25.)

§179.7 Sequencing.

(a) Sequencing considerations. The se-
quencing of MRSs for action shall be
based primarily on the MRS priority
determined through applying the rule
in this part. Generally, an MRS that
presents a greater relative risk to
human health, safety, or the environ-
ment will be addressed before an MRS
that presents a lesser relative risk.
Other factors, however, may warrant
consideration when determining the se-
quencing for specific MRSs. In evalu-
ating other factors in sequencing deci-
sions, the Department will consider a
broad range of issues. These other, or
risk-plus factors, do not influence or
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change the MRS priority, but may in-
fluence the sequencing for action. Ex-
amples of factors that the Department
may consider are:

(1) Concerns expressed by regulators
or stakeholders.

(2) Cultural and social factors.

(3) Economic factors, including eco-
nomic considerations pertaining to en-
vironmental justice issues, economies
of scale, evaluation of total life cycle
costs, and estimated valuations of
long-term liabilities.

(4) Findings of health, safety, or eco-
logical risk assessments or evaluations
based on MRS-specific data.

(5) Reasonably anticipated future
land use, especially when planning re-
sponse actions, conducting evaluations
of response alternatives, or estab-
lishing specific response action objec-
tives.

(6) A community’s reuse require-
ments at Base Realignment and Clo-
sure (BRAC) installations.

(7) Specialized considerations of trib-
al trust lands (held in trust by the
United States for the benefit of any
tribe or individual). The United States
holds the legal title to the land and the
tribe holds the beneficial interest.

(8) Implementation and execution
considerations (e.g., funding avail-
ability; the availability of the nec-
essary equipment and people to imple-
ment a particular action; examination
of alternatives to responses that entail
significant capital investments, a
lengthy period of operation, or costly
maintenance; alternatives to removal
or treatment of contamination when
existing technology cannot achieve es-
tablished standards [e.g., maximum
contaminant levels]).

(9) Mission-driven requirements.

(10) The availability of appropriate
technology (e.g., technology to detect,
discriminate, recover, and destroy
UXO0).

(11) Implementing standing commit-
ments, including those in formal agree-
ments with regulatory agencies, re-
quirements for continuation of reme-
dial action operations until response
objectives are met, other long-term
management activities, and program
administration.
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(12) Established program goals and
initiatives.

(13) Short-term and long-term eco-
logical effects and environmental im-
pacts in general, including injuries to
natural resources.

(b) Procedures and documentation for
sequencing decisions. (1) Each installa-
tion or FUDS is required to develop
and maintain a Management Action
Plan (MAP) or its equivalent. Sequenc-
ing decisions, which will be docu-
mented in the MAP at military instal-
lations and FUDS, shall be developed
with input from appropriate regulators
and stakeholders (e.g., community
members of an installation’s restora-
tion advisory board or technical review
committee). If the sequencing of an
MRS is changed from the sequencing
reflected in the current MAP, informa-
tion documenting the reasons for the
sequencing change will be provided for
inclusion in the MAP. Notice of the
change in the sequencing shall be pro-
vided to those regulators and stake-
holders that provided input to the se-
quencing process.

(2) In addition to the information on
prioritization, the Components shall
ensure that information provided by
regulators and stakeholders that may
influence the sequencing of an MRS is
included in the Administrative Record
and the Information Repository.

(3) Components shall report the re-
sults of sequencing to ODUSD(I&E) (or
successor organizations). ODUSD(I&E)
shall compile the sequencing results
reported by each Component and pub-
lish the sequencing in the report on en-
vironmental restoration activities for
that fiscal year. If sequencing decisions
result in action at an MRS with a
lower MRS priority ahead of an MRS
with a higher priority, specific jus-
tification shall be provided to the
ODUSD(I&E).

APPENDIX A TO PART 179—TABLES OF
THE MUNITIONS RESPONSE SITE
PRIORITIZATION PROTOCOL

The tables in this Appendix are solely for
use in implementing 32 CFR part 179.
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